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REMARKS 

Initially, Applicants note that the Official Action does not acknowledge Applicants' 
claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. §119, or receipt of a certified copy of the priority 
document upon which Applicants' claim for foreign priority is based. In this regard, Applicants' 
filed a formal Claim of Priority along with a certified copy of Korean Patent Application No. 10- 
2002-0061855 on October 7, 2003. Accordingly, with the next Official Action, Applicants 
request that the Examiner acknowledge Applicants' claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 19, as well as receipt of the certified copy of the priority document upon which Applicants' 
claim for foreign priority is based. 

In the outstanding Official Action, Figure 1 was objected to under MPEP 608.02(g) as 
lacking designation with a legend such as -Prior Art--. Claim 1 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102(e) over LEE et al. (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2004/01 19606). Claims 2-9 
were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over LEE in view of GAUCHER (U.S. Patent No. 
6,175,860). 

Attached hereto, Applicants have submitted a Replacement Figure 1 to replace Figure 1 . 
Replacement Figure 1 is designated with the label -Prior Art--. Applicants respectfully request 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the outstanding objection in view of the submission of 
Replacement Figure 1 . 

Upon entry of the present amendment, claims 1-9 will have been cancelled without 
prejudice to or disclaimer of the subject matter recited therein. Claims 10-24 will have been 
added for consideration. The cancellation of claims 1-9 should not be considered an indication 
of Applicants' acquiescence as to the propriety of any of the outstanding rejections. Rather, 
claims 10-24 have been revised, in comparison to original claims 1-9, in order to more clearly 
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recite the features of the invention to which claims 10-24 are directed, and in order to ensure that 
features of the claims are not interpreted as means-plus-function or steps-of/steps-for recitations. 
In this regard, various of claims 10-24 may be considered broader in some respects in 
comparison to claims 1-9. 

In view of the cancellation of claims 1-9, each of the outstanding rejections has been 
rendered moot. Nevertheless, Applicants traverse each of the outstanding rejections insofar as 
claims 10-24 recite combinations of features similar to the combinations previously recited in 
claims 1-9. 

Applicants traverse each of the outstanding rejections. In this regard, according to LEE, 
products are requested to select one of an allowable range of addresses as a temporary address 
(see paragraph [0013]). If the address selected by a product is non-duplicated, the selected 
address is accepted and assigned as an address of the product by a network controller (see 
paragraph [0013]). However, according to LEE, a microcomputer in each of the products selects 
an allowable address using a random-number generator (see paragraphs [0026] and [0027]). 

That is to say, random numbers are only generated in LEE as part of an initial address 
selection by a microcomputer of a product, and not by a home server appliance or as a 
conditional (secondary) address selection. In contrast, independent claim 10 recites a "home 
server appliance configured to generate a random number when a manufacturer's serial number 
for a first client appliance operatively connected to a home network is equal to an identification 
of a second client appliance operatively connected to the home network". Further, independent 
claim 16 recites (passively) "a home server appliance which is configured to generate and 
assign a random number as an identification of the first client appliance when the 
manufacturer's serial number is equal to an identification of a second client appliance 
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operatively connected to the home network". Additionally, independent claim 20 recites 
"generating a random number at the home server appliance when a manufacturer's serial 
number for the first client appliance is equal to an identification of a second client appliance 
operatively connected to the home network". The above-noted features of claims 10, 16 and 
20, each of the independent claims now pending, are not disclosed, suggested or rendered 
obvious by LEE. 

Further, GAUCHER is applied only for the teachings related to a client appliance 
newly-connected to a home network. Therefore, even modification of LEE with the teachings 
of GAUCHER would not result in the above-noted features of claims 10, 16 and 20. Nor is 
there any proper motivation to modify LEE with the teachings of any other document to obtain 
the above-noted features of the independent claims. Rather, modification of LEE to obtain the 
above-noted features of the pending independent claims would destroy the teachings of LEE 
insofar as LEE is directed to having products initially select their own addresses, and having a 
network controller select replacement addresses as necessary from a predetermined range 
rather than by generating a random number. 

Accordingly, each of claims 10, 16 and 20 is allowable over LEE and GAUCHER, 
whether considered alone or in any proper combination. Further, claims 11-15, 17-19 and 21- 
24 are allowable at least for depending, directly or indirectly, from an allowable independent 
claim, as well as for additional reasons related to their own recitations. Therefore, Applicants 
respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of each of the outstanding objection and 
rejections. 
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Should the Examiner have any questions, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned at the below-listed telephone number. 



March 6, 2007 

GREENBLUM & BERNSTEIN, P.L.C. 
1950 Roland Clarke Place 
Reston,VA 20191 
(703)716-1191 



Respectfully Submitted, 
Young Hoon ROH et al. 




Joshua M. Povsner 



Bruce H. Bernstein 
Reg. No. 29,027 
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